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COASTAL ZONE MANAGEMENT PROJECT COMPLETION REPORT FOR
SNOHOMISH COUNTY, WASHINGTON
1980 Fiscal Year
Project Number 306-12

This ptOJect completion report sets forth Snohomish County's
activities during the 1980- flscal year whlch fulfllled CZM
contract obllgatlons :

Element- 1 of the 1980 czZM Project. Description related to-
program and permit administration. Permit and program admin- .
istration activyities generally involved on-going malntenance‘ ‘
functions, which included processing of individual permits,
public and agency contact, program interpretations, and en- _
forcement activities. A speciflc delineation of- these activ~ -
ities 'is contained within Exhibit A. Environmental analyses
associated with these efforts were completed, but not charged

to the CZM program.

Element 2 of Snohomisgh County s CZM Project Description

(program’ reflnement) entailed a review of the efficacy of program
components vis-a-vis daily permit requests, parallel County
regulatory tools, the regulatory efforts of other jurisdictions, .
‘and other land use dynamics.  Code development and/or modifications,
master program amendments (of both a textual and map nature), :
and County initiated efforts to implement comprehen81ve land

use plans were among the technlques utilized to improve the’

CZM process. Exhibit B summarizes efforts specifically under»
taken in. this regard durlng the 1980 fiscal year. ,

Element 3 of‘the 1980 contract involved floodway analysis and
floodplain permit regulations procedure review. Preliminary
floodway studies conducted by the Corps of Engineers for the
Stillaguamish and Snohomish river systems were assessed, and
modifications suggested in order to insure the compatlblllty

of the studies with existing land uses and. management programs.

The Corps studies were utilized as the ba31s for bulldlng permit
review and action within CZM jurisdictional areas. Examples of the
County s activity under Element 3 are contalned within Exhibit

C. ‘

Element 4 of the CZM Project Description pertained to graphic
activities which facilitated CZM program objectives. The

major graphic element during the 1980 fiscal year involvéd the
updating and redrawing of approximately 40 (of a total of 160)
zoning base maps to delineate current land use information and
CZM jurisdictional boundarles This effort was initiated in

the 1987 fiscal period,  Examples of work undertaken as a part of
Element 4 are appended as Exhibit D. .



EXHIBIT A

ELEMENT 1 - Individual Permit Activity

10.

11.

12.

Puget Sound.- review and evaluation of permit application
for planned residential development of several hundred units
at Norma Beach - EIS in preparation. 3 ' '

Puget Sound - Review and evaluation of permit application
for sewage treatment plant and outfall to serve future
residential development at Kayak Point - EIS and amendment
to Sewer District Comprehen31ve Plan in prenaratlon

Puget Sound - permlt issued to Departnent of Fisheries -
for boat anglers' reef - Declaration of Non- Slynlflcance
issued by Department of Fisheries.

Puget Sound - permit issued to Chevron 0il, Inc. for
containment dikes around existing oil tank - Declaration’
of Non-Significance issued.

Puget Sound - review and evaluation of permit application
for pedestrian overpass and park facility at Picnic Point.

Puget Sound - .review and evaluation of permit application
for boathouse/bathhouse/greenhouse atop existing bulkhead -
hearing scheduled - Declaration of Non-Significance issued.

Puget Sound - review and evaluation of permit application
for residential subd1v131on and beach access at Mission
Head.

Puget Sound - permit issued for construction of tramway
to provide beach access to single family residence on Port
Susan - Declaration of Non-Significance issued.

Puget Sound - permit issued for construction of stormwater:
outfall and water line at Picnic Point - Declaration of
Non-~Significance issued.

- Snohomish Estuary - public hearings held on permit application

for planned residential development on Quilceda Creek -
EIS prepared - application withdrawn by applicant in face of
permit denial. :

Snohomish Estuary - permit issued for construction of office
buildings on Smith Island - Declaration of Non-Significance
issued. |

Snohomish Estuary - permit issued for dredge spoils disposal
and log storage on Smith Island - Declaration of Non-Significance
issued.



13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

Snohomish River - review and evaluation of permit application
for landfill of wetlands on Smith Island - SEPA determination
pending receipt of additional information - subject of enforce-
ment action brought by County and Corps of Engineers.

Snohomish Estuary - permit revision approved for dry land
marina on Smith Island - Declaration of Non-Significance
issued - EIS prepared for previously issued permit.

Snohomish River - review and evaluation of permit application
for completion of dike - review and evaluation of NEPA
ELIS to determine adequacy according to SEPA requirements.

Snohomlsh Rlver - permit issued for expansion of stove works -
Declaration of Non-Significance issued.

Stillaguamish River - permit issued for replacement of
bridge and realignment of roadway -at Hatt Slough - Declaration
of Non-Significance issued.

‘Stillaguamish River - review and evaluation of permit

application for well and subdivision in floodplain.

Stillaguamish River - public hearing held on permit application
for campground in floodplain - Declaration of Non-Significance
issued - final local decision forthcoming.

Stillaguamish and Snohomish Rivers - review and evaluation of
approximately 10 individual applications for renewal of .
permits for sand and gravel extraction (from pits and bars)
Declarations of Significance issued - EISs in various stages
of progress - Final EISs issued and public hearings held

on 2 applications (1 pit, 1 bar) - final local decisions
forthcoming.

Element 1 - Enforcement Actions

Puget Sound - Supervised removal of illegally constructed
concrete boat ramp on Class I accretion beach at Kayak Point.

Puget Sound - Issued stop work order for illegal harvesting
of timber on shoreline of statewide significance.

Snohomish Estuary - Held enforcement hearlnﬂ cin illegal land-~
fill and non-compliance with substantial development permit
conditions by developers of dry land marina on Smith Island.

Snohomish Estuary - Issued stop work order for illegal filling
of wetlands on Smith Island - review and evaluation of
permit application in process.

Snohomish Estuary - Reviewed and evaluated - possible Section 4C
violation pertaining to filling of wetlands in Snohomish Estuary

Snohomish Estuary - Reviewed and evaluated  federal permit
violation pertaining to illegal filling of wetlands in
Snohomish Estuary on Indian land.



Snohomish River - Issued stop work order and initiated
legal action to force removal of spoils from state highway
project (for which shoreline permit was obtained) which
were lllegally ‘deposited within the floodway

Snohomlsh River - Assisted Department of Game in enforcement
action to repair damages caused by violations of shoreline
management permit issued in 1977 for gravel bar mining.



“ EXHIBIT A
(Sample Letter)

SNOHOMISH COUNTY
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

.(ZOUNTY ADMINISTHATION HULL DING « EVERETT, WASHINGTON 98201+ {206) 259930
Goorge F. Shorwin, Jr., Director

July 2, 1979

Mr. Clemens H. Barnes

Graham and Dunn

34rh IPloor-Rainier Bank Tower
1301 KFifth Avenue

Seattle, Washington 98101

Dear Mr. Barnes;
Re: Kayak Point-Repalr of Concrete "Walkway"

Our department has reviewed your June 22, 1979 correspondence and
field investigated the recently constructed concrete "walkway' at
Kayak Point. It 1s our opinion that the structure, regardless of its
cost, materially interferes with the normal public use of the shore-
lines of the state, and that the repair of the once gravel walkway
goes beyond '"normal maintenance.'" The structure 1s not exempt from
the permit requirements of the Shorelines Management Act, and it will
be necessary for ARCO to either procuve a substantial development
permit or remove the concrete.

A substantial development permit will be approved only 1f the project
complies with the policies and regulations of the Shorelines Management
Act and the County's Shoreline Master Plan. You should be aware that

“the present "walkway'' is inconsistent with several of the requirements
of our Shoreline Master Plan pertaining to development within Conser-
vancy Environmencts. If the structure cannot be modified to overcome
the inconsistencies and allay environmental concerns, it is probable
that a permit will be denied and che concrere ordered removed. ’
We have enclosed a copy of the County's Shoreline Master Program
regulations for development within Conservancy Environments, and a
substantial development permit applicaiton. :

Shiould you have any questions regarding this matter, please feel free
to contact me,

Sincerely,
SNOHOMISH COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT

el - lL\mmm:£: '

Shannon Hart
Senior Planner

SHowm

Enclosures



. EXHIBIT A
(Sample Letter)

Grannam & DuUNN

ATTORNEYS a1 Law

BHYANT K. DUNN JANES WM. JOMNSTUN PHANK T NOSENQUIST FHINALE L GRAMAM (Ho0s tuli:
OCHAHLES b WHULLEN W. M. JAYNESN,JK HMEN J GANTT,JN
JAMES D. BULF¥ JORN ¥ BaLp SAOK 0. greuThEN
BHICE M. PYN CHANLEG L SavmE FHANK R HITGHELL U4 FLoon
b'l'lﬂ'ufiN A OUBABY MIOHAEL 3 S WONNOHD FREDEKIOK O PHEDERICHHON .
DWIGHT o. DuAKE GERALL T. PAHKS, JN. BUWAHD W, PEVIIOREW RaINiEW Bang Towkn
CLEMENS H. BAWNEY HaANS O M. JENSEN B BRUUE JOHNSTON v .
KENT WHITHLEY . JOMN T JUHN SUSEPH (. FINLEY : 1801 Firry Avenue
JOHN B KINu NANOY 8 WHEFTEN BRI HONHN T 3

SHANQUINT . .
JAN b BEEENDBUNG BUBERT &, MELVED ALIUE K. GUnTAFSON SEATTLE, WASHINUTON @310
MIOMANL W. DNESSLEM DAMIAN O BMITH BHUGE N. HOILIDAY . E
UBOBGE T UUWAN } ) : {206) Bea-8300

LONALD O. GRAHAN, U N. M A.OUS MUEN

PANTNEN OM LEAVE COoUNEBL

July 12, 1979

Ms., Shannon Hart

Senior Planner

Snohomish County Planning Department
County Administration Building
Everett, Washington 98201

Re: Kayak Point - Repair of Walkway - Shoreline
Management Act: ("Substantial Development') Permit

Dear Ms. Hart:

I have read your July 2 letter and reviewed it with represen-
tatives of Arco. ’

As T indicated in an earlier letter to Mr. Sherwin, although
Arco was under the Impression that a permit was not required,
we will be guided by the Planning Department's interpretation
of our responsibilities in this matter.

Although your letter states the Department's opinion that
Arco has the option to either seek a permit or remove the
concrete, I gather it is the Department's preference that the
concrete be removed. ' '

Accordingly, I am instructed by Arco to advise you that removal-
of the concrete--1I assume the long-standing gravel walkway

is not involved--will be commenced, as soon as practicable,

in such fashion as you may direct. If you do not care to
supervise this removal, please let me know and I will advise
Arco to accomplish the project according to 1ts own best
judgment .

I would appreciate your letting me know whether you wish to
supervise this removal, or to submit standards for its
accomplishment, or to otherwise become involved in the
surgical details. 1In this regard, you may wish to communicate



tw

@

OGramam & DuNN

Ms. Shannon Hart
July 12, 1979
Page Two

directly with Jim Kernan, in Los Angeles (213 -486-0614), whom
1 believe you have discussed this with

I look forward to hearing‘from you in the near future on how
you wish us to go about this removal project. : _

Very truly yours,

GRAHAM & DUNN

Clemens H. Barnes
CHB/ch

cc: George Sherwin



EXHIRIT A
(Sample Letter)

SNOHOMISH COUNTY
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

LNINIY Aunwnev PHATRON G DING o b VERE TY . WALIHIING TON QU200 ¢ (20b) 2849 975))
' (anuaus, b Sharwin, Jr| Dhector :

Tuly 12, 1979

Mr. lerry Keller

fepnlatton Branch, Operatfions Dlvision

.5 . Avmy Corps 0of Engineers

WIS L Marginal Way South .

Seatt e, WA dgi0t S v ‘ ,

Dear M. Kellee

We hepeby ucqucst your dssistance to deal with a gituation oucurrinb on the
Nidalip Tadian Reservation Wcut of Muryavlltc, Washington,

The assae concerns 8 woudwaste/construction debris/solid wagte landtilling
uperation which jo underway on Indian land. This operation hag encroached on
what we wonld characterize as prime €stuary habftat ot the Quilceda Crevk.
fhocact, debriy placed on the site §8 actually up to the waterline Ln one

N

thatd e,

, hased on our (nterpretation, thart this operation constitatvs
an e tavity subject to a Section 404 permice, Recognizing your authority in
this matter, we request youv determinacion.

M s na daaha

Gased upon o gaspection ol the site and reference to recent aerial phoro-
praphs, the operator has covered a4 small tributary ot the creck with twenty
vertical Jeet o1 11l material. We believe thig 18 an abosolutely intolerable

ahuse ol prime estuarine land. FEven [§ the fill were allowed only uyp to Lhe
cdpe ot the wetland area, we teel the damage to the werland ecotone wauld be
mnaceeprable for water quality and aesthic reasons. S

Bocaose this repgretable sitaation has occurcred on Indian lapd, Sonohomish County
cannot catovege the Shoreline Management Act nor other local land use suthorities,

Fvvave T his npvrutn&n bs continuing Its encroachment daily, ye request your
coredrate attention, We uapderstand from Fhe Snohomish lealth Discrict that
Conps persomtel visited this site some Lime ago and staked the wetland peri-
weted . We did not observe any stakes last week and suspect they too haye been

lA!‘Il("': '



Mr, terty Kr-jlu'l"
July 12, 19719
Page two

| have enclosed materfals tor divectiona to the slte. Somcone brom our stall
will accampany yau shogld you desire, Addicfonslly, it you heve queﬁliunb.
please do not hewitate to qul hgs —‘259 9324 !n Evereert. ‘
lhynk you tn advance tgg your pﬁplqtpncg. :

biucercly,

SNOHOMISH COUNTY PLANNINQ DLPARTMENT

Stephen Koce \Lctl¢u|ttedd
Koesouroe ) lanul ng

Skaw

ce: Riek Brunner, Snohomish County Health Diatt!ét
Hartin Kenney, U5, Figh & Wildlife Sgrv;ca

N L I
Fnclosase
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EXHIBIT A

(Sample Letter)

SNOHOMISH COUNTY
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

‘OUN!\fwumml|WA|umnwunnNu.av:u«n WAL HING TON 701« 2000 249921
quouel Sherwin, i, Diragior .

‘September 20, 1979

Colonel Leon K, Mdraakif
Dlscrict Engineer ’ : _ e
Seattle District, Corpa of Engineers ' : o _‘;_j;g
P. 0. Box C-3755 . : R
Scattle, waahington °81£4 ;-~-[,'1 Col : ' : ' BRI

Dear Colonel Moraski.

Today our ubcncy received a copy of a lettet to you from Joseph Blum
of the U, S. Fish and Wildlife Service dated September 10, 1979. The
lssue of this leccer 18 also the topic of a letter ! authored to '
Jerry Keller of your orguniéation'on July 12, 1979, a copy ef which
1s attached. : -

The site in question is 4 perfect example of obviously poor judgment

by those allowing the site to be used for landflll and construction
debris, and were it not for the ownership atatus of the land, Snohomish
County would have taken action under Shoreline Management juri&diction
some tiwme ago.

Snohomish County {s presently deeking grant funds for a project to

improve streamgide conditions’ and conduct educational programs using

the Quilceda Creek and its tumediste drainage basin as a geographic

focus. [t {s gqur hope that you will find it appropriate to require

full mic{gatlon under federal jurisdiction, Accordingly, we fully

support the position taken by the Fish and Wildlife Service that you A .
hale furcther £1lling, require removal of ‘all £1)1 materials on lands .
under Section 404 jurludi(tion, and require stabilization ot the front - ‘ !
tace of rewaining f111, '

Given thiy slice'sy pruximlty to the creek/wetland area, and the impact
the t11l has on the ecotone between this area and adjacent upluandg, the
preferable enviromnental golution would be vemoval of all f11l, cCerrain.
dlificulties with thia wolution must be recognized, but a at a minimum,

we would recomnend the following in addition to the Fiash and Wildlife
Service's rucammendatiou if complete removal Ls not poaalble.



Colonel Leon K Moraaki
Page two

. regrading of the aite after removal of £111 on Section 404 1ands
© ko achieve 4 moderate slope to the ereek and wetlanda_ o

' covering tha aurtace with' soil materials which would minimlze
fofiltration. and subsequent leachate production 1f {t {a determined
that the f1ll ig composed of materiala capnble of genera;ing .
leauhate *:H;'~ N N NI 51{u3

s

. planting the rﬂaultant surface with vegctation capable of fully
,mitisﬂtin$ eroalon aqd sedimentpcinn prthema 1n tbe creek R

Finally, we note ;hat cha Fiah and Nildlife barvice responae may have been
prompred by “project no. 071-04B- 2»005380"' 1f this means a Section 406"

" permic application is belng reviewcd Snohomiah County has not recﬁlved

a request for revlew. , .

We trust yoy will slve this matter apprupriate atcention. Thang yg@‘fo;,
your absiatance. . , : S A

Stincerely, -
SNOHOMISH COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT

. E ,
-4 i fiee

Stephen Rice, Section Haad

Resource Planning :

SR:mst

cc: Don Johnson, WDG, Seattle ,

' Larry McCallum, WDGC, Olympia
Dave Somers, Tulalip Tribe
Jogeph Blum, Fiah & Wildlife Service. Olympia
Martin Kenney, Fish & Wildlife Service, Olympia
Rick Brunner, Snohomish Uealth Dtatrict ‘

Encl: |
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. , © EXHIBIT A | | ,Tiéi;’/’

(Sample Letter)

- SEiE\IGZBI-!(:DBVGI!Ei&-l lC:I:JI.ll\J'l'\f'
F’l.lﬂkw\ﬂﬁ\dﬁﬁ\ECSi 'llEEl=h¢\!=§1r1\I!EEE\IWF

COUNTY ADMIN!:;THATI(JN BUILDING LVERHT WASHINGTON 9820l uom ZbB 931' :
‘ : (:oorge F. Shwwm Jr Dlrector B

’ F@bruary 6 1980

Mr. Robert R, Spearman R
Seattle District. Corps of Engineers
PO Box C-3755 o
Seattle, NdbhiﬂBtOﬂ 98124

Dear Mr. bpearman.

Re: 071-0YB-2-005380-C - B R DR
Richard Grenier-Filling of Quilceda Creek Wetlanda 'M' S

Our department has, on two occasions, commented to the Corps on the a;ﬂv
illegal landfill on the Tulalip Indian Reservation (copies pf previous
carrebpondence encloaed)

As we have previously stated begause of the ownership status of the ﬁaf”j
land, Snohomish County Codes and the Shoreline Master Plan can not be - ..
dpplled to this regretable situation. Were the property under the , ]
County's jurisdiction, we would have acted long ago to btop the filling
and reclaim the affecred wetland area. . . RN

We commend the Corps for directing Mr. Grenier and Mr. Murphy to stop
work. We recommend that the Corps now redquire full mitigation of the
environmental damage which has occurred. The mitigative measures '
recommended in our September 20, 1979 correbpondence should be implement—
ed immediately. - , NEE

The contractor, Mr. Don Murphy, 1s responsible for a number of illegal
landfills on the Tulalip Reservation, and has repeatédly and knowingly.
v101ated applicable governmental regulations. Our department would .. "
support any punitive action against Mr. Murphy which could be taken

under federal regulations to insure that this sort of destruction not
happen again ,

We trust you will give this matter appropriate attention . If you havgf” 
- any queatlonb please feel free to give me a call. an

Sincerely, S : o ' L -;-'}

SNOHOMISH COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT

o

Shannon Hart
Senior Planner

SH:wm

Enclosures




“ ' o EXHIBIT A | , ?

(Sample Letter) . - _ L e

'

| bNLH~.UNN..:-H u..,oun\rrv
PLANNING DepAnTMENT

[ UIIH I \ /\UMHJI ;

llh HHHIl»l]hlllM-l "l 1 i, \ Iz Iunuluh m'ln-w(;l;.!"au,}ll

CGumge b Shoiwan, h, lmupu

S March 301980 1

- Thorn HLQL( 5
PO, Box 424
Snchomish, Udbhlnytun 98290.

Dear Sirs:

e

e lllngdl 1audfllJ on dbobbbuf 8 per l # 052806 3 00] _5v‘  ; , m#&

Our asscssor's LULurdb 1ndi dLL Lhd[ you er the owner uf the D
abuve referenced parcel. e have " discoyvered that a substancial = 0
volume of spoils material has recently been depoleed onyour .. LS
property, in flagrant v1oldtion of fgderdl ‘state, and local -
laws . o : e e
The enclosed maps indicate LhaL the proDLxLy which has been SRR
filled occurs totally w1tth the designated hydraulic floodnlain R
of the Pilchuck River and, Pdft]dlly within the floodway. - The e
parcel, thery LfOfg should not "have been filled” without a flood i
control permic fzom the Deparcment of Ecology, shoreliné manage-

ment, wrading, and conditonal use nermics from Snchomish -County - . Lo *
and, possibly, a Section 404 uermlL from the U.§. Army Corns of
Foineers.  Te is unlikely lhdt any of these permits would have

been issuaed, had you made the. vroper dpplLLdtlonb as the d;uoblv"“*fl
Lion of Fill within the floodplain is prohibited by the Founty 5
Shoreline Master Propram and Zoning Code, as well as by state

«und tvdctul regulations Lur dgvylupmcnt wath flood conLrol AOan
Me hold you, as the owner ()f’_"‘Lhe parcel, responsible for Lh@ fl l.-“
Ting whiich has illepally ocecurred, and request that you take im-
mediate action to rectity this situation - (e.: by the removal
of all of the recently deposited spoils to an approved and an-
propridte disposal site outside of the floodplain, or receipt of
the vroper permits), We also ask vhac you provide us the name of
your contractor (1f other Lhdn‘yuursclf) s0 that we inay.contact
im to advise him of cthe oroper areas, and permits (,qulrt,d for L11~
oy, 1f, within cthivey days of the date of this lst , you, havu_”
not made a substantive effort Lo rvesolve this matter, we shall

advise the Prosccuting Altorney's Office to initiate enforcement
acltron. : . . f



Thorp Meats
March 3, 1980
Paye 2 o

We look forward to heating'frqm'you within the

bincuruly, |

YQNOHOHIBH COUNTY PLANNING DhPARlNLNF

A #LM/C

Shannon Hark
Senfor Planner

Sids

cc: Roy Bishop, Dept. of Lcology v
Bill Spurlock, Corps of Engineers
Jog Robel, Dept., of Fisheries-
Bob Pfelfcr, Dept. of Game
Bob Terwilliger, Prosecutov's Office
Lew Westcott, Dept. of Public VWorks.

Enclosure

near future.
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N EXHIBIT A e
(Sample Letter)

;JH\N w -4 mmwu ¥ a;:uUi“\J“l“’ |
i AMNM\au g MAF{TNIENI

COvrd by AU lm'mm' BEk N e oy D v mlu.mll I l'\uu 21 HH

e FooShwiwin, b l)uuuhn

April 10, 1980

Thorp Meacs
PO Box 424 ' A
Snohowish, Washington 98290

Dear Sirvs: ‘
Re: 1llepal landfill on AsgeéSgrEg Parcel 0528Q6~3%00?'

This letter is . intended tu follow up our correspondence .of March

3, 1980 (copy enclosed). " We find that you have taken no substantive,
action to comply with our request to remove the f1l1 which was de-
posited on your property in the floodplain, in violation of- the
CuunLy's Shoreline Master Plan, zoning, and grading laws, and the
State's Flood control laws. Aﬂ you were previously adv186d we are
now trrning this matcer over to. rhe Prosecuting ALLorney 8 Offxce
for \_nturcemunL :

n addition, we are asking the Department of j"LOl()by and the County ..
Building and Public Works department to take action Lo enforce Lhu*
violutfons of thelr flood LOﬂLEOl and grading rcgulationb ~

We expect that, “once Lhe illcgally dcpusited iill ib removed to an .

approoriate location outside of the floodplain, your site will be-
reseeded and restored to its pre-fill cundlLlun

Please teel free to contact me, Lf you have any questions.
Sincerely,

SNOMOMLSH COUNTY HLANNTNG DEPARTMENT

Mnon Harprt
Onior Planner

HH o win

ce Roy Bishop, Department of Ecolowpy
Bill Spurlock, Corps of Enginecrs
Bob Terwilliper, Proseccutor's Qffice
Ken Eopelbretson, Hu]ldln;, Department
Loew Westeott, D(_p‘uum.m oi Public Works

Foore b asivre



e | g r} EXHIBIT A -~

(Sample Le;ter)'

. nu&h\§¢ W se e /ﬂﬁﬁlmb Y l_a(:llgji\J‘“‘\V, .
Nl Au\w\mmm umuARTIVeENT

. LMY »\I)lviilll‘ Qltlnl ||~|:|x\ Bk Ly e, vv;. NYITRTH IlJIJ WAL » (200 2L 1‘11 ll o
lnn e l uhl!\f\llh St . (Jlltﬂ,h«" '

L April 10, 1980
Mr. leliam Mdlloy R L ) ‘ . - L 1: {f
Washingron State Department of Tranbpurtation o ' S

6431 Corson Avenue South C- 81410 L , S B
Sceattle, WashingCOn 98108 - S o

Dear Mr. Mdlloy

Re - lepusal oL bPOilb frum thc SR 2 pruJecL

It has come to our aLthtlon thdt certaln of the ‘contractors dbbociaL~‘
ed with the SR 2 'project are lllegally depositing spoils within the
floodplain. Such a practice is in violation of the provisions of

rhe \hurullne Management Act, Shoreline Master Program Zoping Code,
and State flood control laws. C ‘ ’

He are LUYfLHLly aLtempting to enforce the removal of a bubbtantidl
volume of SR 2 gpoils, which was allegedly deposited by Fiorito S
Brothers (according to the property owner), north of the Three Lakes = -
Road (see enclosed correspondence). We feel that your department is
partially responsible for the violation which has occurred, and ahould
provide assistance in the removal of cthe fill to an app:oprldte
non-tloodplain locarion. We also reguest that your department immediate-
ly advise all contractors that spoils from the SR 2 project are 'to be
deposited only in legitimare disposal areas, outside of che floodplain.

We trust thact there will be no more such violations associated with
the SR 2 project, and look forward to working with your: departmenc Lu
correct those vLolatluns which have already occurred.

Sincerely,

SNOHOMTSH COUNTY PLANNING DEPARVMENT

it

fhnon Harg
Scnior Planner

Fncelosures



" ' EXHIBIT A

. (sample Letter)
A OF ¢ DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
WASHINGTON Otfice: ut Districy El‘lgillttul‘ 11 0431 _C“".‘“'; Ave. Ba., C B141, Seattly, Washingion 95108
Dixy Lee Ray R o : ' l
Giovernor L L Con C * May 28, ]980

| -RECEWE.?

; ' - MAYZ 9 1980

'Snohomlsh County Plannlng Department . (ijfu fﬁ',
County Administration Bullding = . " 00 PLANN’NG OFHCE |

_Everett, Washington 98201 o
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ATTENTION: ~ Shannon Hart.
Dear Ms. Hart. ‘ j_ . . l' S - A  3+ o - ".":'”
We have receuved your Aprll IO. 1980, letter regard|ng the dlsposal

of spoils from the SR 2 project, - Your concerns have been fonwarded o

to the contractor (letter attached) ‘
We appreciate your lnterest In. thts hlghway prOJect.

Very truly you;‘e;

J.D, ZIRKLE, P.E, =
Difjfict Administrator

| ﬁﬁg;‘f O.L. HOFFMAN, PLE.  ~ | -

DIStrICt Deslgn Englneer- S

WMM: jcw
Attachment
: J.J, Hansen
L.S, Stanton : : ,
C0nstruct|on Admumstration



EXHIBIT A

' (Sample Letter)
STATE OF -

. - DEPARTMLENT OF 1RANSPORTATION '
WASHLNG ION o Ql.lu«;.: g;l s I'n:.iny.‘r, 04 64 Conson Ave, bn C R0, Spale, W<|sln.r1',f‘-.'. wlon
Dixy Lee Ray : S ' ‘

Ccuemur . o o May 2, 1980

Florito Brothers, Inc, .

' 1100 N,W,  leary Way

-Seattle Wa.'98107 : N ,
. SR 2 c-l-)o 3107
Fobes Hill to Sta. 2 - L
Contract 1298 - LA ‘ R

Gentlemen:

We have been notified by the Snohomish County Planning Department

that you may have wagted material on property owned by Thorp Meats

illegally., " The county alleges that the depositing of the material U
without obtaining s flood control permit from the Dept, of bcology, oo
Shoreline Mnnagemcnt grading and conditional use permits from : -
Snohomish County, and possibly & Section 404 permit from the u.s.

Army Corpa of bngineera conatitutes an illegal act.

The County is requesting that the matarial placed on the Thorp .

property be removed. We suggest that you contact the County and
make whatever: arrangements necess&ry to satiafy them. ‘

. Hansen, P, E.
- Project Engineer

80 Columbia Ave. o, gt mslwA%s‘“n_-\' N
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fElement‘lle‘ProgrameRefinements

1.

‘the Skykomlsh Riter Valley = final action forthcoming
‘County'lnitlated rezoning of lower Snohomish rlverine and

estuarlne areas to’ 1mplement comprehen51ve land uSe plan

-ReView and evaluation with other agenc1es (concerned w;th

pit mlning Wlthln the hydraulic floodway

EXHIBIT B "

‘
8

Publlc hearlngs held on comprehen81ve land use plan for

SN

Rev1ew ‘and redrafting of Title 21 (the County s Shorellne
Management Ordinance) to conform with recent amendments. to_?;,‘ A
state law and expedite permlt processing procedures. E a_‘{fu]

ReView and evaluation of potentlal amendment to Shoreline S
Master Program regulations for subdiv151on den31t1es.l-“ e

fisheries resources and river hydraulics) of potential :
amendment to Shoreline Master Program regulation prohibltlng

Review of potential amendments to Tltle 18 (the County s SO
Zoning Code) pertainlng to development within floodplain areas.
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EXHIBIT B

SNOHOMISH RIVER VALLEY

All of the Snohomish River Velley is within the

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers designated 100 year

Because of the high probability of

(a2}

ficod plain.
rious flooding in most of the valley, there is

unctional limit to the types of land use per-

i

Ttted in the flood plain.  A4ny additional residen-

alley Play
o]

, commercial, or industrial use should be

ictly regulated. The most suitable uses are ag-

SH, V
1

‘Hcultural, recreation, and open space.

e "highest and best use" of a major portion of the

Sneho

nohomish Flood Flain is agriculture. The valley

Hontains some of the most productive dairy farms in

from.

ington State if not tteUnited States. These

n
o u

=4

ts

2

izrms make a valuable economic and irreplaceable

ocial contribution to this county and planning

~ Excexp

rea. If the experience of other agricultural
vzlleys in Western Washington is repeated in this
vailey, these farms are in grave danger of conver-

:ion to other more intensive land uses. Flood

plain status reduces the danger o¢f conversion a
gredt deal. However, there are other economic

factors which threaten farmlands.

One of the more substantial costs of operation in
Snohomish Valley farming is maintaining adequate
drainage. Most of the land is diked to prevent

inundation and is channeled and pumped to control
local runoff. As urban development increases on
the uplands surrounding the valley, so does the

storm water runoff. Increased runoff from the

uplands increases the drzipage problem and cost of
farming in the lowlands, This plan recommends
that the upland property owners assume responsi-
bility for aggravating drainage problems and help

to pay for the solutiam.

Another cost of farm operation is taxation, 1If

farmers were forced to pay taxes on the potential
uses for their land, they would be forced off of
their land. If they pay tax on the actual! use of

the land for agriculture, they mav survive. The
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4

agricultural open space tax dasignation limits
the property tax assessment wm.mnncmw use rather
than potential use. This plan recommends that
farmers on prime agricultural land be given
agricultural open space tax designation on nmmwﬂ.
land and farm buildings. Farm buildings are |
currently exempt from open space tax credit and
mwﬁﬁmﬂm maintain that this is an wﬂ»@CmnmUH%‘rme
tax burden. This plan recommends that the tax
assessment of farm buildings be carefully reviewed

and considered for wuwwcmwo: under open space

taxation. .

Many County residents are advocating a Purchase of.
Development Rights proposal to further assist

County farmers. Essentially, farmers would be

paid w lump sum equal to the difference in the
<chm.om their land as farmland and its value as
residential land. After accepting the development
rights payment, the wmu&,nocwa be seold but only
for use as farmland. & purchase of development
rights program as well as other agricultural lands

preservation programs should be carefully evaluated
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for use in the Snohomish Valley.

v

Another Emuow Tand use in the Snohomish ﬁmuwmw is
mnoHomHanH% important marsh and wetlands. In
1978, the Corps of Engineers noanwmnmm a survey of
the Snohomish wmncmmw vetlands This study estab-
lishes boundaries of river influence and identifies
valuable remaining marsh and swamps, The mncmwA
provides envirommental base data for evaluating

a variety of Corps required hydrolegy permits.

The Corps wetlands study identifies many "areas of

Jmportance"” which are unique to the functioning of

the Snohomish Estuary ecosvstem. The Corps will
not issue hydrology permits in these wetlands of
importance unless the proposed project is, in the
public interest with project benefits outweighing
wetland damage. 1If the Corps actually reviews and
acts on permit applicaticns as this study suggests,
they will functionally create several wilderness
areas in the Snohomish Estuary. The implications
of the Corps study are considered in this compre-

hensive plan.



If ‘the Corps wdwmmaw to presarve wetlands in the

mlo:oiwm:.nmncmw¢r nmwmﬁmwocaa.vm‘nmmwmnnma in the

Shorel ine JmnmmmEmSn AmMnmm mnomnma and wb nrwm

noavnmrmaww<m.wwmn; wam noannmmmmm»<m wwmnunmnoa-,‘

mmruw_nrwh.nwomwwwnmmm ramvmwmwm&.mm 'wetlands of
wauonnmdnm: by nrm.nownw.Om mnmquWHm be nnmmmnoma
as wilderness - :mnmhww 8mn“mnmm. wwmmm areas
‘mTOCHQ be Nonma ?mnwmnam.nwwnr £ocwm ‘prohibit any
human modification om them. In mamwnwoav this
mwmn nmncaﬂmdmm nrmﬂ the quanme xmumomEmSn
smmnmn uﬂomnma nmxzmv be w}mnmmm so that Corps
identified emnwm:mm mwm &merdnnmm nommmndmbnw or
anchH.wn.nrmnmem. ‘Since most of the wetland
‘WHmmw,me.wnw<wnmwwfnﬂnmm and since county, state
mnm.mmmwdmw dmmmwummodm make development of wet-
lands extremely mmmﬁwncwww,ﬂrwm plan recommends
.nrmm‘nwmﬂmmmcmww wetlands vw oublically acquired.
HFWAnmnrnmhn;nmvmmwumeﬂmmn.qmwcmvwwﬁﬂmnwwn& area
- - in the mmowaawwwmwmdmm Valley. Unlike the mmncmmw
wetlands, nrm‘owmwwmmm Gap is in the gravel bar -
wnmwam&.nwmdsmw section of the river. The Gap is

an extremely scenic area with Lord's Hill and

‘Seattle Hitl rising wmmmnmw from the mnm<mw,wmnw

at the edge of the sléwly meandering river. Im

additisn, portions of the Gap are highly valued.

fishing holes for local mmO&nm.mwmmeEmu.. Because
of its Gmm:nw and its role as vital habitat for
mwm:. this plan recommends that nmnrnwmn Gap be
preserved in wﬁm,amn:HmH state, The entire Gap
from Thomas' Eddy to Highway 522 should be zoned
Wetlands ammwmmmnm@,mm_zwncnmw.on Conservancy on
an mamnamw,mmOnmwwmm Management Master Program,

and zct k<m~< considered for public mnacwuwmwon.

A third significant land use im the Smohomish
Flood Plain is the wsm:wnuwmw land at the mouth

of the EZstuary. Most of the existing land' use

mwa zoning ou the land west of Interstate 5 is
industrial. Scott mmmmn Company has a large =ill
in this area. They use much of their land ww the
Estuary for log storage and waste treatment facili-
mwmm. In addition to Scott wwv@wu there are a

number o small manufacturers om Smith Island.



“'uch of Smith wawawmmno¢mmmw.Wanmw.mo.ummv draft,
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sortions - Om mSHnr Hmwmsa Cmmn Gt Hanmﬂmnmnu Mr
which are currently used’ mon Hmmcmnﬂd m;ocwﬁ e
continue to serve that ucnwme. zo »nmamnwwmw

use should mJnnomnn on the nommm o» mmmwsmmﬂm

wamsnwmwmm smnwmsam mn nrm mwwnmam emmn mJ& om

Smith Island eor odno mﬂ% smnwmma mmmn Or I-53.



EXHIBIT B
(Sample Letter)

tiay 16, 1980

-Roy Biahey

State Departm&nt of Eculogy
4350 150th Ave, HE
Renond, wabhiugtqn 98052

Dear Roys -

Thank you for the opportunity to discuss our mutual cbncezns
regarding gand and gravel extraction (pit cxcavations) in
the riverine environment, -

Our meeting of May 15, 1980 has been very beneficial in
defining the type oif information necessary for inclusion in
Environpental Iopact Statemcntb for gravel wining propgsals
located in the floodplain, I will pe transmigfting a summary
outline of that iaformation to your office for addltional
comuent in the near future, :

Ve intend to give full consideration Lo your expreSsed
coucerns relative to our current Shoreline Haster Prograwn
pronibition of pit excavations in a designated f£loodway. 1In
order to facilitate our present examination of this '
Qruhibitxon, we ask that your specific concerns be itemized
and transmitted to oux oizice in writing at your earliest
conver l(‘:NCEA‘

Thank you for your cooperation,
Sincegrely,

SHORGIHISI! COUHTY PLANNING DEPARTHENT

Gary Reisrsgard
senior Planner

CRzidn




EXHIBIT B

(Sample Letter)
DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY

SEATTLE DISIKICT, CORPS OF ENGINELENSDS
PO HOX C-379%
SEATTLE., WASHINGION 98124

NPSLEN-PL-FP ) o 12 Junc 1980

Mr. Gary Relersgard , g v TNy
Snohamish County Planning RECE! v IE:D
County Adminigtration Building ' ' '
Everett, Wagshington 98201

CO. PLANN'NG OFFICE

Dear Mr., Relersgard:

This 1s in response to your letter of 16 May 1980 reguesting our comments
relative to Snchomish County's Shoreline Management Master Program prohibition
of pit excavations in a designated floodway.

Our concern stems from the idea of the floodway being used for regulating an
activity that is not in conflict with the floodway concept. A floodway is an
instrument that was intended to be uged for restricting development in the
portion of the flood plain that is necessary to safely pass floodwaters.
Generally, the floodway boundaries are determined by a hydraulic analysis that
"squeezes" the 100-year [lood until the depth increases one foot higher than
natural flow conditions. According to this definition of a floodway, a pit
excavation would have no harmful effect., We feel the use of floodway boundaries
to control nonflood related activities will diminish the effectiveness Of the
floodway concept as a flood damage mitigation tool and tends to confuse the
public.

We realize that a pit excavation in a floodway/flood plain may create certain
hydraulic problems, so we suugest careful congideration of the follow1ng
items in evaluating propogcd pits .

a, Would pit allow or encourage the channel to shift and flow through
the pit?

b, Would pit act as a trap for sediment, debris, or fish?
c. Would stream degrade upstream riverbed and banks to refill pit?

d. If pit acts as sediment trap, will “"clear" water from pit degrade
downgtream riverbed and banks?

¢, Could degradation of upstream or downstream riverbed and/or banks
endanger public or private facilities such as bridge piers, bank stabilization
(¢.q., riprap), buried pipclines at river crossings, and roads or other inprove~
ments ]ocqtcd alongside the stream?



NPSLN-PL~E'P
ML, Gary ueiersgard

£, wOuld berms, levees, material stockpiles, or processing plaan lncrgaoc
local flow velocities or raise local flood levels? '

Thank you for contactlng the U.5. Corps of Engineers on this matter, and if
you have any further questlons, please call us at 764 3660 : :

.Sincerely,

CGERALD M. GARDNER ,
Acting Chief, Flood Plain Management Section.



~  EXHIBIT B -

(Sémple Letter)

STATE OF - . e o i
WASHINGTON DEPARTMENT OF GAME '

X ’ ’ 000 Nonh Capuol Way, Gd 1) Olyiapi, WA st 206/ 743 Y7,
Dixy Lee Ray -

Governur

May 28, 1980

RECEIVED

- - JUN 4150

Ms. Shannon Hart o R '
Senior Planner ~ : ( s y . :
Snohomish County -Planning Department ’ ' Q0. PLANNING OFFICE .
County Administration Building = . ’ e e o
Everett, Wash1ngton 98201

RE: Gravel Pits in Hydrau]ic Floodway, Snohom1sh County
Ms. Hart:

Your attempts to involve our agency in the early stages of your shoreline
planning process are appreciated. OQur comments follow on gravel pits in
the hydraulic floodway ‘ ' :

We are concerned about potentia] impacts to fish and wildlife that might
result from gravel pits. Streambed gravels are necessary for trout and sal-
mon to spawn. If excessive mining, channel change or erosion occurs, spawn-
ing beds could be depleted of gravel upstream or downstream fram the site
and fish production would be reduced.

Pits left in the floodway would trap fish when floodwaters recede. Trout

and salmon require high levels of dissolved oxygen and cool water to survive.
Temperature of pits could rise ahove lethal Timits and have too little dis-
solved oxygen to support salmonids. Fish food production in ponds would also
1ikely be insufficient to support trapped fishes.

As with any development. in the floodway, gravel operations hold potential for
removing critical wildlife habitat provided by riparian vegetation and wet]ands
Any mining or stockpiling in these critical areas would impact fish and wild-. "
tife. .

Because of our concerns, we support your prohibition on new gravel pits in the -
hydraulic floodway. If you would permit for pits in the floodway, we recommend

it only be done with a conditional use permit and environmental impact statement..
The proposal should be evaluated by an independent geo-hydrologist to determine .
the likelihood of channel change, excess gravel removal or increased erosion.

Information would be necessary on plant life in the proposed area. This should .
include not only the areas where the gravel would be mined, ‘but also the areas
where gravel would be stockpiled. Other information on a plan to prevent strand-
ing of fish or to return fish to the river should be provided,



Page 2
May 28, 1980

Thank you for the opportun1ty to respond, If you have any questions, please
call us at 753-3318, -
Sincerely,

THE DEPARTMENT OF GAME

/3,;43 /ud

‘Bob Zeigley, Applied Ecologist
Env1ronmental Affairs.

Habitat Mapagenent Division

BZ:mjf

cc: Agencies
Regional -



EXHIBIT B —_

(Sample Letter)

STATE OF DEPARTMENT OF FISHERIES 4
WASHING ,()N ' 1S Gerweral Adnuristianon HmIJul 1, Clyegns, Washunyton Y8504 R TTIs wiAn’
Lixy l o l(uy . ‘ | '
Guvemor

May 29, 1980

RECEIVLD |
Snohomish County P]ann1ng Department :

County Administration Byilding -~ = ‘.f o JUp'.‘B }vuq,
Everett, Wash1ngton 98201 S S : R

Attention Mr Gary Re1ersgard Semor Planner BRI o OOPLANNING opplcf"

Gentlemen:

Snohomish County- Shoreline Master
Program - Proh1b1t1on of Gravel
Excavations

Snohomish_County " WRIA A-05,07

e appreciate the opportunity to express our concerns regarding ‘gravel-
excavations in Snohomish County and commend your effort to obtain 2 ‘wide:

range of op1n10ns and ideas. Lo

A word or two regarding natural salmon product1on in Western wa5h1nqton streams .
- will serve to put our concerns in perspective. We consider a conservative
approach to man-made environmental changes to be the most sound as it relates
to our fishery management responsibilities. Under present aeoloaical, c11mat1c
and biological conditions, we can expect a certain, and in some cases X
pred1ctab1e level of salmon production for a particular river system. This
Tevel is that which the system will support and we can depend on this consis-
tency as a basis for prediction or enhancement efforts. It follows then,

that changes to the environment which will have an unpredictable impact on’

any facet of sa1m0n1d production will Jeopard1ze qur ab1]1ty to manaqe that
resource. o ‘ \

Qur concerns with qrave] pit excavat1ons within the flood zone.all 1nv01ve the
unpredictable riverine env1ronment chanages wh1ch could occur as a resu1t of f]oods

1. Loss of spawning area. A net loss of gravel from the bed1oad into
the open pits could alter upstream spawning areas and remove . important
replacement gravel to downstream salmonid spawning areas. ' e wou]d
expect less effects the further pits are located from the river.

2. Channel changes. Gravel pits provide a 1ow point in the'ﬂoodway :
which encourages rerouting of floodwater. They have been responsible
for channel changes in the Wynocochee River, for example, .Rearing
areas can be severely impacted in such cases. Also severe bank
erosion can occur. ' .



Snohomish County ‘ - 2 - May 29, 1980
Planning Department

3. Fish entrapment. Probably somewhat less of a concern that the other
two because entrapment occurs under natural conditions to a certain
extent. However, the presence of open pits may increase the chance
of entrapment due to channel changes

Thank you for the chance to comment on your Shoreline Master Program Prohibition.
Please contact Bi11 Young (753-2546) of our MNatural Production Division if you
have further questions. ' ' '

Simere]y,‘

o

w:111 Ree A Lhief
F1thr1es Natural Productio



~~ EXHIBIT C

(Sample Letter)

SNOHOMISH COUNTY
PLANMNMING DEPARTMENT

CORH LY AU DA T TOL B0 0 DV E e L1 WALTIENG TR D8 Y s (P06 2L 0T

Gicorge . Shurwing, ., Directun - e

CJune 21, 1980

Mr. William Spurlock

Floodplain Management ‘ . '

Department of the Army ' ‘
Seattle Districe, Corps of Engineers ‘

PO Boux C-13735

Seattvle, Washingrton 98124

Dear Mr. Spurlock:

Our department has complerely reviewed the Pilchuck River Study. Ve
have found two locationsg in the study area where the floodway boundary
should be repositioned, 1f possible. :

The firsc location encompasses Lots 7 through 31, and Lots 34,36,38,40,
44,46, and 47 in the plat of Pilchuck Riviera, recorded on October 19,
1964 . Most of this plat ( including several of the lots which are pre-
sently within the designated floodway) has been developed. In recogni-
tion of the established development, we are requesting that you
investigate the feasibilicy of relocating the floodway boundary so that
it would occur exactly 60 feer from the edge of Pilchuck Way (see enclosed
map). This alcernative would provide a minimal building site, outside
of the floodway, for the remaining undeveloped lors. The establLshmen;
of a floodway boundary at a fixed discance from an existing improvement
would simplity floodolain permit administratlon.

The second area of concern involves Lots 2 through 12 in the plat of
Pilchuck 76 Tracrs, recorded on September 9, 1968. A similar sicuation
exists within this area as to the extent of existing development. Like-
wise, we are requesting that you evaluate Cthe implications of an alcer-
naltive floodway boundary exactly 60 feer From the westerly edge of the
access voad (see attached map).

We have enclosed maps of the affected areas and our suggested boundary

adjustments.  You will also (ind a copy of a letter from the County
Council indicating their desire to investigate alternatives to the
present. £loodway dLHlfndL]on within the plat of Pllchuck Riviera. We

are aware that there is a potentially confining steep bluff ou the bank-
opposite Pilchuck Riveria, and that an alternative equal conveyance
floodway in this area may be problematic. “Topography in the Pilchuck 26
Tracts vicinicty is generally similar and predominantly level on both
sides of the river,



Mr. William Spurlock
July 21, 1980
Page two

Please evaluate the hydrolopical implications of the two alternatives

we have suggested, and advise us of the extent of downstream or upstream
flood study adjustments which would be necessary to accommodate our
suggested modificacions. Upon receipt of your analysis, we will present
the alternatives to the County Council for their evaluation and acrion.

Please feel free to give me a call, if 1 can assist you in any way.
Sincerely,

SNOHOMLS!H COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT

]

) N

Annon Hart
Senior Planner

SH :wm

Enclosures
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Additional Information Requested by Department of Ecology
for period from October 1, 1979 through June 30, 1980

Approximate number of inquiries regarding CZM/SMA: 850

Approximate number of inquiries regarding shoreline
substantial development permits: 450

Number of peroposals substantially modified to meet
master program requirements-: 6

Number of federal permits reviewed to implement pro-
visions of master programs which are exempt from a

SMA permit: 1
" Number of shoreline permits requésted: 31
Number of shoreline permits issued: 20
Number of shoreline permits denied: 3
Number of site inspectioné? | 40
Number of shoreline violations: 10

Number of actions against violators (including
injunctions, forced permit applications,
stop work orders, and other actions): 10

Number of SMA/CZM educational programs conducted
(i.e. displays, workshops, speeches, etc.): 0
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STATEHENT OF COSTS AND

FINANCIAL SUMMARY

Exhibic #2

CLAIM NUMBER

A.

Grantee 5 Name & Address

Contract Number

Cost Period t Elmnt l:oaplotod

Snohomish County Plannlng
County Admin. Bldg,

CZM - FY 1980

Element: T

A
S

4/1/80 through 6/30/80

EVSE&EE& %98?8 q?]ederal $ 20, 924 "I cartify that colts llucd bolN
Stat - have been Incurraed .In r.qnfom&nm
ate wigh thls conggact, ' 'L .
Local 5231 EKi’VW\A——-— - > kS
Total Budget: $ 26 155 for Greg Williams: ‘
= TsTgnature oTPro].c.t clal
¢ Costs for Report Porlod ' 76:4! Cost
Cost Categories . . Per.
(as approved In grant budget) Fedoral State Locul 0 : 'c-snsorv
1. Salaries and Wages 4'573.00 1’143;25, 5 716 26
Employee Benefits 777.41 194 35- 971 76 ;
3. Consultant § Contract '
Services _
4. Consumable Supplies
5. Copying Service
_ 6. Travel , 114.70 2867 ' 143.37
7. Equlpment 640.00 160.00 - 800.00 -
8. Indlrect Casts 457 .30 114331 571.63 :
_ ‘ » Agency
Totals this report 6;562.4h> LD 6118203 02
Total of Prior Claims 6,588.07 h.147.0220,735.09
Accumulated Project Totals 23,150, 48 p.787.6328,938.11.

{Note:

:EV’OSJ eiemeny -
. 9/78

—2“~v

Snohomish County will onlfy claim amount budgeted by cont‘ract for
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Exhibic #2
l)l,‘]mnnu kL
STATEMENT OF COSTS AND
FINANCIAL SUMMARY , o
' CLAIM NUMBER 4 -
Grantee's Name & Address Contract Number Cost Period ¢ Elonqng CW'C““

2nohom121&mCounty Plannlng CZM - FY 1980 Element II =

ount in, Bld ' 1/
Evprpgf- WA QQ’)IHg . 4/1/80 throu&_ 6/30/80 g

PrOJect Budget: Federal $ 2108 . cartify that cosgs . llotnd hol(n Co

Sta te ‘ - have been Incurred In confomonct‘

. witly this contract, . . %
tocal 2 L.[ub -

Total Budget: $__2p35 for Gre

gnature o _
' Costs for Report Parlod - - o thal colt

Cost Categories . 1 . Per
(as approved In grant budget) Fedaral State Local | vc.azogorv
1. Salarles and Wages 695 .89 : 173:97¢- 869 86
2, Empl B fit

meloyee BefeTits 118.30 29.58] " 147.88
3. Consultant & Contract

Services
L, Consumable Supplies
5. Copying Service ’
6., Travel
7. Equlpment . v
8._ indlrect Costs 69.59 1740 86 .99

, Agency

Yotals thils report 8é3L73: 22085 bl 104 jl' I
Total of Prior Claims | 1228,26{ 307 .06 1535..32
Accumulated Project Totals D10, 04*’ S28.01 8 2640 05

(Note Snohomish County will . on],y claim amount budgeted by contract

38 is'setliiment )

. 9/78 Y
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VOsugskon Exhibit #2
Dprtinens : '
L0
27T STATEMENT OF CLOSTS AND
" FINANCIAL SUMMARY -
‘ CLAIM NUMBER 4
Grantee's Name & Address Contract Number : Cést Period ¢ Eloment Cbm§‘§§°d‘
Snohomish Count o
y Plaf?ning Element ITI

L.

CZM - FY 1980

County Admin. Bldg
Everett, W

A.-9820

Project Budget Fedgral -$ ‘1751
State o
tocal 438
Tora!) Budget: $_2189

4/1/80 through 6/30/80

l certify that costs’ !l;tod bolaw _
- have been lIncurred In conforMann .
wlith this GOntract. ‘%.ﬁ o

LA et ded

(§1gnaturo of Project OFfI;lol)

Costs for Report Pcr]ieﬁ Wi, 11ams Total Cost
Cost Categorles . Per Yo
(as approved In grant budget) Federal State Local ‘Lategory ‘
. Salarles and Wages 1501.25 375!31  1876156
2. Employee Benefits 255 99 63.80 V319702fl '
3. Consultant & Contract T
Services '
k. Consumable Supplies
5. Copying Service
6. Travel
7. Equipment
8. indirect Costs 150.13 37 53 187‘66v
AgeAc;
Totals this report 1906.60 | 476,64 2383 .24 _
Total of Prior Claims p172.19 | 543.03 P615,.22
Accumulated Project Totals  4078.79° 1019.67 %998. 46

(Note:

9 0ot h2 ) §igment )
Rev. 9/78

Snohomish Count

4

~24~

y will only claim amount budgeted by contract
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Dot
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STATEMENT OF COSTS AND

FINANCIAL SUMMARY

Exhibie #2

CLAIM NUMBER 4

Grantee's Name & Address

" Contract Number

Cost Period & Element Completed

(Note:

FEN TR
Rev. 9/78

Snohomish Count

~24~

Cony Ringo "R 1TTE(COY - T 1980 | Blemenc 1v
Everert, WA 98207 4/1/80 through 6/30/80
Project Budget: Federal $ 2036 I certify that costs |isted below
have been Incurred in conformence
State with this contract. P
Local 377 A o
Total Budget: $2883 N .
gnature of Project Qfficla
FoX Cxop Widtiammra———————
Costs for Report Period Total Cost
Cost Categories . Per
(as approved in grant budget) Federal State tocal ‘Category
;. :aljrles :nd :?je§ 109912 274‘78 1373‘90
. n s , _ o
mpioyee vene 186.85 &6(71 233.56
J. Consultant & Contract
Services
4, Consumable Supplies
5. Copying Service
6. Travel
7. Equipment
8. indirect Costs 109.91 27.48 137 49
Agenc
Totals this report 1395.88: 348.97 11744, 85
Total of Prior Claims 3392.32 847.85 4240t39
Accumulated Project Totals 4788.20 1196.82 {5985, 24

y will only claim amount budgeted by contract
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¥ e ) S
FORM 'STATE OF WASHINGTON
lekvlh% INVOICE VOUCHER
AGENCY NAME . 7 INSTRUCTIONS TO VENDGR OR CLAIMART SUBIT Frais £ O 1) Frisd 17ATE
N TO CLAIM PAYMENT FOR MAYLERIALS, MEHCHANLIGL OR SERYILES. SHOW
COMPLETE DETAIL FOR EACH ITEM. _
Department Of ECO 10gy . - [[AGENCY PR _OR AUTHORIZATION NO. NURIGE YOLLHER DATE
Olympia, WA: ) -
July 11, 1980
VENDOR'S CERTIFICATE. | HURLBY CERVIFY UNDER PEMALYY [¢]3 FE’IJUEY
THAT THE (1EMS AND TOTALS U1516D HEKEIN AKE FROFEK CHAKGES' FON
MATERIALS, MERUHATIISE OR SERVICES FUMMISMER TO THE STATE. OF
g WASHINGTON, AND  THAT ALL GOQDS  FUSMNSHED ANDSOK  SERVICES
VENDOR OR CLAIMANT ‘ RENDERED HAVE BEEN PROVIDLD WITHOUT DISCRIMINATION ON "THE
v GROUNDS OF KACE, CKEED, COLOK, NATIGWAL ORIGIN, SEX, OR AGE.
Snohomish County Planning = - h
gounty Administration Bldg - R T Sy B
verett, SIGN
WA 98201 for Greg WLlllém '”(‘A’ssmtant Dlr ).
' . e TITLE) e
DATE DESCRIPTION { QUANTITY uniT | AMOUNT . FOR GgEE,NC‘!‘
. . ? : -
=~ : 3 . ' Q '
¢ 7/11/80  Salaries/Wages (as limited l;.PLcontrJacL)- e b47320. 15
Benefits (as limited by contraet) .| | . _ 694 21
Equipment e e e — 4 80000 — -
Transportation i N D 14337}
| ___Indirect Costs (as limired by contraes){ —— — 411.86
TOTAL EXPENSE . 6819.59
less 20% match 1363.92
ATl ] v 5455,67
le Y i r '
ss 10% retainer \ - 545.57
T f ’
TOTAL CLAIM ! 4910.10 * (QVER)
DOCUMENT # | LIQUIDATION DATE ; . ,
t
wus. uTo FAY PP |EX. RAIL | CARRIRR SHIPPING DOC. NO. |COoLL. [ PPD. [nNo.oF pc s | RECEIVED BY
DiV. OR UNIT RECEIVED FOR blv OR UNIT RECEIVED BY DATE OF RECEIPT FRT. CNAHG‘E "
ACCOUNT CODE "~ AMOUNT .
FUND |APPROP. PROGRAM OBJECT LIQUIDATION NET INVOICE
gscuveo : TOIAL ’
) ~ _IDATE
CHECKED AND APPPOVLD INVOICE DATE INVOICE NO. | GROSS INV. AMT. IDISCOUNT IN§|  NET INV. AMT. VOUCHER NO. WARRANT NO.
FOR PAYMENT Y -
e o o T S —— R | R N
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*Note: Actual costs to Snohomish County were as reported on
attached statements. We are charging, however, only that amount
budgeted by contract. For Element I we are charging only $3342.75
for salaries, $542.88 for benefits, and $334.28 for indirect
costs.  For Element II we are charging only $770.77 for salaries,
$151.33 for benefits, and $77.58 for indirect costs. For Element
III we are transferring the unused monies we had budgeted for
transportation in Elements I, II, and III ($456.63) to salaries
and wages. For Element IV we are transferring the unused monies
we had budgeted for equipment in that Element ($200) to salaries
and wages. The total amount of monies transferred in less than
5% of the .contract amount.
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